
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_4498

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	ECOFRIENDLY PLANT BASED INSECTICIDES AGAINST MOSQUITOES AND COCKROACHES.

	Type of the Article
	


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The prevalence of vector-borne diseases is increasing steadily, and the widespread resistance of vectors to most insecticides has rendered them less effective. As a result, it is crucial to explore alternative methods for vector control. These methods may include biological control strategies or the application of effective repellents. This paper plays a pivotal role in addressing the growing challenge of vector-borne diseases by proposing sustainable solutions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is unrelated to the title and the associated study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract lacks the standard structure as it primarily focuses on the introductory aspects without covering the methodology, results, or discussion. To meet the standard format, the abstract should provide a concise summary that includes the study's objective, methods, and key findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No sufficient.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	standard
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	1. The abstract lacks of  standard structure.
2. Include a clear and precise objective written in a standard format.
3. Add a specific section summarizing the methodology used in the study.

4. On the paper there is no clear key findings or results.

5. Lack of discussion supporting the findings. 
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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Major Revision: (>7-8)
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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